
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
STATE AND COiISUTER SERVICES AGEI{CY
CALIFORNIA BUILDING STAI{DARDS CO[fl ISSloN
2526 iIATOTAS PARK DR.. SUITE I3O
SAGRA|{ENTO, CA 95833
(916) 263-0916 Phone
(916) 263-0959 Fax
Email: cb3c@dga,ca.gov

Offlce Uae ltsm No.

811 El Capitan Way, Suite 230, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

PARTICIPAT]ON COTiIENTS FOR THE NOTICE DATED OCTOBER 26,2012
Written commenb arc to be sent to the above addrcss.

WRITTEN COiIMENT DEADLINE: DECEilIBER 10.2012

12t'10t12

From: Eric

Access Compliance Consultants, Inc.

l/We (doxdo not) agree with:

I x I The Agency proposed modifications As Submifted on Section No. 
-118-247.1 

2 5-

and request that this section or reference provision be recommended:

I I Approved I I Disapproved [ ] Held for Further Study [x ] Approved as Amended

Suggosted Rovlsiorc to the Text of the Regulations:
llB-247 .1.2.5 The current proposed language is:

118_2171.25 Hazardous Vahlcular Ateas. lf a wark crosses or adioins a vehicular way, and the
walking sudaces are not separated by curbs, railings or other elements between the pedestian
areas and vehicular areas, the boundary between the areas shall be defined by a continuous
detectable waming complying with 118n051 .1 and 11U705.1.2.5.

Please consider the small but very helpful and impactful change:
118_247.1.2.5 Hazardous Vahicular Areas. lf a walk crosses or adjoins a hazardous vehicular way, and the
walking surtaces are not separated by cuhs, railings or other elements between the pedestrian

areas and vehicular areas, the boundary between the areas shall be defined by a continuous
detectable waming complying with 118n05.1 .1 and 118/705.1.2.5.

Pubfic Comment Form- 3d 45 Da}: l0DGl2/l0n0l2



Reason: [The reason should be e,oncise if the request is for 'Disapproval," "Further Study," or "Approve As
Amend" and identify at least one of the g-point criteria (following) of Health and Safe$ Code $18930.1

Per HSC Section 198930 (a), ltems (4) and (6)

Firstly, the term hazardous vehicular area is not defined. ln my opinion, not all vehicular ways are

hazardous, and the title of this section indicates as much. But the text of the requirement is written such

that detectable wamings are required at all locations where a walk crosses or adjoins a vehicular way,

whether it is hazardous or not. A couple of examples:
A. Zero curb conditions at the heads of accessible parking spaces. In my opinion this is not a

hazardous vehicular area. The access aisles certainly not hazardous; they are part ofthe required

accessible route, and NO PARKING must be painted within them. Parked vehicles fill the spaces - at

least part of the time, and wheel stops serve as a cane-detectable feature when they are not.
B. Passenger loading areas that are distinctly separate from vehicular drive aisles, such as at hotel

porte cocheres, or at cul-de-sac style loading areas at hospitals. Vehicles move slowly through these

areas.

Detectable wamings are of questionable benefit and they provide a great nuisance and are potentially
hazardous to individuals with mobility impairments. The fact that the DOJ has removed them from their
standards altogether indicates to me that they agree. While I don't expect they will be eliminated
altogether in the CBC, making this one small change could make a huge difference. It will give
designers and building officials flexibility to decide what is most appropriate for each project, and it will
bring the text ofthe section aglee with the title ofthe section

HEALTH & SAFEW CODE SECTION 18930

SECTTON 18930. APPROVAL OR ADOPTION OF BUILDING STANDARDS; ANALYSIS AND CRITERIA; REVIEW
CONSIDERATIONS; FACTUAL DETERmINATIONS

(a) Any building standard adopted or proposed by state agencies shallb€ submitted to, and approved or adopted by, the
Califomia Building Standards Commission prior lo codification. Prior to submission tothe commission, building stan--
dards shatl be adopted in compliance lvith the procedures specified in Article 5 (commencing with Section 11346) of
Chapter 3.5 of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Govemment Code. Building standards adopled by state agencies
and submitted to the commission for approval shsll be accompanied by an analysis Mitten bytheadopting agency or
state agency that proposes the building standards which shall, to lhe satisfac{ion of the commission, jusiiry the
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(A) lf a nationalspecification, published standard, or modelcode does not adequately address thegoals of
the state agency, a statement defining the inadequacl shall accompany the proposed building
standard when submitted to the commission.

(B) lf there is no nationalspecification, published standard, or modelcode that is relevant to the proposed
building standard, the state agency shall prepare a statement informing the commission and submit
that statement with the proposed building standard.

(8) The format ot the proposed building standards is consistent wiih that adopted by the commission.
(9) The proposed building standard, if it promoies fire and panic safety as determined by the State Fire Marshal,

has the writlen aoDroval ot the State Fire Matshal.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
STATE AND CONSUMER SERVICES AGENCY
CALIFORNIA BUILDING STANDARDS COMMISSION
2525 NATOMAS PARK DR., SUITE 130
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833
(916) 263-0916 Phone
(916) 263-0959 Fax
Email: cbsc@dgs.ca.gov

From: Eric

office Use ltem No.

PARTICIPATION COMMENTS FOR THE NOTICE DATED OCTOBER 26.2012
Written comments are to be sent to the above address.

WRITTEN cOMMENT OEADLINE: DECEMBER 10. 2012

12t10t12

Access Comoliance Consultants, Inc.

811 El Capitan Way, Suite 230, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

Street City State

l^r''/e (doxdo not) agree with:

I x ] The Agency proposed modifications As Submitted on Section No. ,118-247.1.2.5

and request that this section or reference provision be recommended:

I I Approved [ ] Disapproved [ ] Held for Further Study [x ] Approved as Amended

Suggested Revisions to the Text of the Regulations:

Please add and exception to I lB-247 .l .2.5 that clearly indicates that detectable warnings are not
required whcrc public sidewalks cross driveway aprons.

Reason: [The reason should be concise if the request is for "Disapproval," "Further Study," or "Approve As
Amend" and identify at least one of the g-point criteria (following) of Health and Safety Code 518930.I

Per HSC Section 198930 (a), ltem (4)

118_247.1.2.5 Hazardous vehicularAreas does not exclude locations where public sidewalks cross
driveway aprons, and I can providc photos ofinstances where building offrcials have required detectable

Publrc Comm€nt lr{)nn Jrd,15 l)av: l0/2G12110/201?

zip



warnings hcre. I)uring the public hcarings, one ofthe advocates for visually impaired individuals stated
that it would be absurd (my paraphrasc) to require detectable wamings at these locations. I agree
wholeheartcdly, but there is r.rothing in the proposed standards that says otherwise. In fact, given the text
of the standard, they must bc installcd on each side ofdriveway aprons. Imagine the misery and
conlusion this will create. Pleasc cnsure that this does not happen.

HEALTH & SAFETY CODE SECTION 18930

SECTION 18930. APPROVAL OR ADOPTION OF BUILDING STANDARDS; ANALYSIS AND CRITERIA; REVIEW
CONSIDERATIONS; FACTUAL DETERMINATIONS

(a) Any building standard adopted or proposed by state agencies shall be submitted lo, and approved oradopted by, the
California Building Standards Commission prior to codification. Priorlo submission to the commission, building stan-
dards shall be adopted in compliance with the procedures specitied in Article 5 (commencing with Section '11346) of
Chapter 3.5 of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 ofthe Government Code. Building standards adopted by stale agencies
and submitted to the commission for approval shall be accompanied by an analysis writlen by the adopting agency or
state agency that proposes the building standards which shall, to the satisfaction of the commission, juslit the
aDDroval thereof in terms of the followino criteria:
(1i The proposed building standards-do not conflict with. overlap, or duplicate oiher building standards.
(2) The proposed building standard is within the parameters established by enabling legislation and is not

expressly within the exclusive jurisdiction of another agency.
(3) The public interest requires the adoption ofthe building slandards.
(4) The proposed building standard is not unreasonable, arbitrary, unfair, or capricious, in whole or in parl.
(5) The cost to the public is reasonable, based on lhe overall benefitto be derived from the building standards.
(6) The proposed building standard is not unnecessarily ambiguous or vague, in whole or in part.
(7) The applicable national specifications, published slandards, and model codes have been incorporated therein

as provided in this part, where appropriate.
(A) lfanational specification, published standard, or modelcodedoes not adequately address the goals of

the state agency, a statement deflning the inadequacy shall accompany the proposed building
standard when submitted to the commission.

(B) lf there is no national specillcation, published standard, or modelcode that is relevant to the proposed
building standard, the state agency shall prepare a slalement informing the commission and submit
that statement with lhe proposed building standard.

(B) The format of the proposed building standards is consistent with that adopted by the commission.
(9) The proposed building slandard, if it promotes fire and panic safety as determined by the State Fire Marshal,

has the written approval of the State Fire lvlarshal.

Public Commcnt lirnl ird I5 l)rt: l0/2(>12/l(r20ll



STATE OF CALIFORI{IA
STATE AND CONSUIIER SERVICES AGENCY
CALIFORNIA BUILDING STAI{DARDS COIIIIIISSION
2525 NATO]IIAS PARK DR., SUITE 130
SACRAUENTO. CA 95833
(916) 263{tgt6 Phone
(916) 2634959 Far
Email: cbac@d$.ca.gov

From: Eric

Office Use ltEm No.

PARTICIPATION COMTENTS FOR THE NOTICE DATED OCTOBER 26, 2O{2
Wdtten comments are to be sent to the above addrcss,

WRlTTEtrl COIf,tUENT DEADLINE: DECEMBER 10. 2012

12t10112

Access Comoliance Consultants, Inc.

811 El Capitan Way, Suite 230, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

.--------il

l/We (doxdo not) agree with:

I x I The Agency proposed modifications As Submitted on Section No. 
-1 

18-705.1 .2.2

and request that this section or reference provision be recommended:

[ ] Approved [ | Disapproved I I Held for Further Study [x ] Approved as Amended

Suggested Revisions to the Text of the Regulations:

,llB-705.1.2.2 The cunent proposed language is:
118-705.1.2.2 Curb Ramps. Detectable waming at curb ramps shall extend 36 inches (914 mm)
in the direction of tnvol. Detectable waming shall extend the fu width of the ramp run excluding
any flared sides. The detectable waming shall be located so the edge nearcst the cuft is 6 inches
(152 mn) minimum and I inches (203 mm) maximum from the line at the face of the cuft na*ing
the transition between the cuh and the gutter, strcet or highway.
AGEPTION: On parallel cuh ramps, detectable waming swface shall be placed on the
tuming space at the flush transition belween the street and sidewalk.

Please consider the small but very helpfi.rl and impactful change:
118-705.1.2.2 Cutu Ramps. Detectable waming at curb ramps shallextend 36 inches (914 mn)
in the direction of tnvel. Detectable waming shall extend the full width of the ramp run excluding

Public Comm€nt Form- Jrd 45 Day lol2Glzll0nol?
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any flared sides. The detectable warning shall be located so the edge nearest the cuh is 6 inches
(152 mm) minimum and 8 inches (203 mm) maximum from the line at the face of the culb marking
the transition between the cutb and the gufter, street or highway.
H(CEPTION: On parallel culb ramps, detectable waming suiace3Sy,be placed on the
tuming space at the flush transition between the strcet and sidewalk.

Reason: rrhe reason should be concise if the request is for "Disapproval," "Further Study." or-?pprove As
Amend" and identify at least one of the g-point criteria (following) of Health and Safety Code S18930.1

Per HSC Section 198930 (a), ltems (4) and (5)

Consider long lines of accessible parking spaces fronted by a 5' wide sidewalk with a zero-curb. Detectable

warnings stretching for 50' - 100' and taking up 3' of the 5' wide sidewalk is not an uncommon occurrence. The

walkway becomes impassible to persons with mobility impairments - the very people it is intended to serve. And

what purpose does it serve, other than to comply with the standard?
lf designers and building officials were given the flexibility to install detectable wamings on the surfaces of the
paralldi curb ramps thaaprovide access to these zero-curb walkways, visually impaired individuals would be duly

warned, and the walkway would be provide significantly greater access to individuals with mobility impairments.

The point here is to provide for flexibility in the strndard: allow those closest to individual projects determine what
will work best for their specific circumstances.

HEALTH & SAFETY CODE SECTION 18930

sEcTIoN 18930. APPROVAL OR ADOPNON OF BUILDING STANDARDS; ANALYSIS AND CRITERIA; REVIEW
CONSIDERATIONS: FACTUAL DETERMINATIONS

(al Anv building stsndard adopted or proposed by state agencies shall be submitted lo, and approved oradopted by, the
Caiifornia B"uitding Standaids Cor;lmiision pr-ior to cod-ification. Prior to submission to the commission, building.s13n-
dards shall be ad6pted in compliance with the procedures specified in Article 5 (commencing wath Seclion 11346) of
Chaoter 3.5 of Pai 1 of Divisidn 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code. Building slandards adopted bJ state agenoes
ind iubmitted to the commission for approval shallbe accompanied bJan analysis written by the adopting agency or
state agency that proposes the building standards which shall, to the satisfaction of the commission, ,ustrfy the
approval thereof in terms of the following criteria:
ait The oroDosed buildinq standardsto nol conflicl with, overlap, or duplicate other building standards.
iZi fni'pro'poseO buitdin-g standard is within the parameters astablished by enabling legislation and is not' 

epressly within the exclusive jurisdiction of another agency.
(3) The oubiic interest requires the adoption of the building standards.
ili The brooosed buildind standard is riot unreasonable, arbitrary, unfair, or capricious, in whole or in part.

iSi The ;od to the public-is reasonable, based on lhe overall beneft to b€ derived from the building standards.
('6i The Drooosed building standard is not unnecessarily ambiguous or vague, in whole or in part.

iz\ The applicabte nation;t specifications, published stahdards, and modelcodes have been incorporated therein
as provided in this part, where appropriate.

(A) tfa national ipecification, published standard, or modelcode does not adequately addresslhego.als of' 
the state ag6ncy, a staiiment defining the inadequacy shall accompany the proposed building
standard when submitted to the commission

(B) lf there is no nationalspecification, published standard, or modelcode that is relevanttg the proposed' ' building standard, the'state agency shall prepare a statemenl informing the commission and submit
lhat statement with the proposed building standard

(8) The format of the oroDosed buildinq standards is 
-consistent with that adopted by the commission.

isi fhe proposed Uuitbin! standard, ifit promotes fire and panic s€fety as determined by the State Fire Marshal,
has the written approval of the State Fire Marshal.

Public Comment Form- 3fi 45 D^yt 1026'12/l0n0l2



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
STATE AND CONSUIER SERVICES AGENCY
CALIFORNIA BUILDING STANDARDS CO TIISS|o
2525 NATOflAS PARX DR, SUITE 'I3O

SACRA ENTO. CA 95833
(916) 26s-{r916 Phons
(918) 263-lr9s9 Fax
Emall: cb6c@dga.ca.gov

Office t,se hem t{o.

pARTtCtPATtON COTMENTS FOR THE NOTICE DATED OCTOBER 26, 2012
Written comments are to be sent to the above address.

WRITTEN COililENT DEADLINE: DECEIIBER 10.2012

12t10t't2

Access Compliance Consultiants, Inc.

, company,

811 El Capitan Way, Suite 230, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

l/VVe (do)(do not) agree with:

I x ] The Agency proposed modifications As Submitted on Section No. -118{05.4.1-

and request that this section or reference provision be recommended:

[ ]Approved [X ] Disapproved [ ] Held for Further Study [ | Approved as Amended

Suggestod Rovisions to the Text of tho Regulations:

The text:
1 1 B-N5.4.1 Beds, Exam Tabtas, Prccedure Tablea, Gumeys and Lounge Chairs. A 36 inch (91 4

mm) minimum wide clear space shall be prcvided along the full length of each side of beds, exam

tables, procedure tables, gumeys and lounge chairs.
g(CEPTION: General exam r@ms in non/eme,gency sefrings may provide cl6ar space on only
one side of beds, gurneys and exam tables.

please modify 118€05 to eliminate the fulFlength clear floor space requirement. Consider eliminating the section

altogether in anticipation of the adoption of these more and definitive standards.

Pubfic Comment Forrn- 3d 45 Day, 10t26'12/l0n0l2



Reason: [The reason should be concise if the request is for 'Disapproval,' "Further Study," 9r. ]lPprove As
Amend" aid identify at least one of the g-point critilria (following) of Health and Safety Code 518930.1

Per HSC Section 198930 (a), ltems (1), (4), and (5)

118_805.4.1 Beds, Exem Tables, Procedurc Tables, Gumeys and Lounge Chairs, by requiring the clear floor
space to extend for the full length of the stated fumishings and equipment fails to recognize how these elements

are used and places an undue burden on medical facilities.

For example:
A. Beds. The text will effectively prohibit the placement of bedside tables alongside beds. lt will also prohibit

the placement of any diagnostic or medical equipment. No dialysis machine, no lV stands, no bedside table. This
seems ludacrous, but this is what the standard requires.

B. Exam tables. Exam tables are commonly placed in the corners of rooms - heads in the corners; feet
extending outward into the room. This is a space€fiicient anangement that allows provider acces." to both sides

of the tables. But because the tables are on an angle, unless they are pulled out quite a distance from the comer,
a 36" wide clear space cannot extend all the way to the head of the table. As with patient beds, no allowance is

made for required medical equipment.
C. procedure Tables. lmagine the myriad types of procedure tables: a urology proc€dure table, an MRI

machine, an ophthalmologists chair - and so many other types that have vital and integral equipment alongside

them. ttsimptywill not be possible to provide and maintain (118-108) a full length 36" wide clear space on each

side of all orocedure tables.
D. Gurneys. See items A and C above.

This simply is an unrealistic requirement. The US Access Board has produced Proposed Accessibility Standards

for Medical Diagnostic Equipment. In these proposed standards, the required clear spaces along medical

equipment (and fumishings) may vary depending on the functionality of and appfoach to the equipment. In no

cjse Oo ttrey |.equire the clear floor space to extend for the full length of the equipment - not on one side, and

certainly not on both, unless the use of the equipment itself requires it.

HEALTH & SAFETY CODE SECTION 18930

sEcTIoN 18930. APPROVAL OR ADOPTION OF BUILDII{G STANDARDS; ANALYSIS AND CRITERIA; REVIEW
CONSIDERATIONS: FACTUAL DETERMINATIONS

aal Anv buildinq standard adopted or proposed by state agencies shall be submitted to, and approved or adopted by, the
Caiifomia B-uitOing Standaids Codrmission prior to cotiification. Priorto submission to the commission, building 9!?n--
dards shall be addoted in compliance wilh the procedures specified in Article 5 (commencing with Section 11346) of
Chapter 3.5 of pari 1 of Division 3 ofTitle 2 ofthe Govemment Code, Building standards adopted by state agencies
and;ubmitted to the commission for approval shallbe accompanied by an analysis written by the adopling age.ncy or
state agency that propos€s the buildin'g standards rvhich sliall, to ttie salisfaction of the commission, justify the
aDDroval lhereof in lerms of the follo\.ring criteria:
( ii The proposed building standards do not conflici with. ovedap, or duplicate other building standards.

iZi The'pro'posed buildin-g standard is within the parameters established by enabling legislation and is not
expressly wilhin lhe exclusive jurisdiction ol anotheragencf. .(3) The public interest requires the adoption ofthe building standards

i+i The brooosed buildind standard is riot unreasonable, arbitrary, unfair, or capricious, in whole or in part.

iSi The bosi to the pubtic-is reasonable, based on the overall benefit to be derived from the building standards.

iOi The proposed building standard is not unnecessarily ambiguous or vague, in whole or in part. . .

tzl Ttre ipplicable nationitspecifcations, published stahdards, and modelcodes have been incorporated therein
as provided in lhis parl, where appropriate.

(h) lfa nationalipe;fication, publishedstandard, or modelcode.does not adequately address the goals of' the state agincy, a stat;ment defining lhe inadequacy shall accompany the proposed building
slandard when submitted lo the commission.

(B) lfthere is no nationalspecification, published standard, or model_code that is relevantto the ptoposed' ' building standard, the state agenci shall prepare a statement informing the commission and submit
that slatement with the proposed building slandard.

(8) The format of the proposed building siandards is consistent with that adopted.by the commission.
igi Ttre proposeO Uuildinb standard, ifit prgmotes fire and panic safety as determined by the Stale Fire Matshal,

has the Mitten approval of the State Fire Marshal.

Public Comm€nt Form- 3rd45 Day: l0DGl2ll0/2012



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
STATE AND CONSUMER SERVICES AGENCY
CALIFORNIA BUILDING STANDARDS COMHISSION
2525 IIATOITAS PARK DR., SUITE I3O
SACRAITIENTO. CA 95833
(916) 263-0916 Phons
(916) 253-0959 Fax
Em.il: cbacedgs.ca.gov

From: Eric

Oftice UEe ltem No,

PARTICIPATION COMMENTS FOR THE NOTICE DATED OCTOBER 26,2OI2
Written comments are to b€ 6ent to the above addres8.

WRITTEN GOMMENT DEADLINE: DEGEMBER 10' 2012

Access Compliance Consultants, lnc.

, @mpany,

811 El Capitan Way, Suite 230, San Luis Obispo, cA 93401

-----ntreet- city State

l/We (do)G!g!q!) agree with:

I x I The Agency proposed modifications As Submitted on Section No. -118-805.7-

and reouest that this section or reference provision be recommended:

I lApproved [X I Disapproved I I Held for Further Study [ ] Approved as Amended

Sugg6ted Revisions to the Text of the Regulations:

The text:
118_805.7 Buitt_in Cabinets and Work Surfaces. Buimn cabinets, counters and work surfaces sia// De

acc€ssib,e, including: patient wardroDeg nurse s stations, administntiva centers, rcception desks'
medieine preqaratien area& taberatery werk shtiensi eqaipment eenseles; elqn and soi/[,d utiliU

.e€6rnet#r?C€+eFage-€reeq and shall comply with 1 18225 and 1 1fu902.

please eliminate 1 18-805.7 or amend it to agree with I 18-203.9. Consider something along the lines of:

1 1 8_805.7 BuifLin Cabtnars- and Wort( Surfaces. Built/in cabinets, counters and work sufaces shall be
accessible, inctuding: patient wardrcbes,.and patient and public sides of ,urse's stafions, administrative

centers, and reception desks shall comply with 118225 and 1 1 8n02

Pubfic Comment Fofm- 3d 45 Day: l0D6'12/l0a0l2
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Reason: ffhe reason should be concise if the request is for "Disapproval,' 'Further Study," or "APprove As
Amend' and identify at least one of the g-point criteria (following) of Health and Safety Code 518930.1

Per HSC Section 198930 (a), ltems (1), (4), and (5)

Scoping section 1 18-203.9 states the following:

118_203.9 Enployee Work Areas. Spaces and elements within employee work areas shall only be

required to comply with 118206.2.8, 118/207.1, and 1182.15.3 and shall be designed and constructed so
that individuals with disabilities can approach, enter, and exit the employee work area.

I imaqine that, based on OSHPD CAN 11-8, OSHPD has sponsored or pushed for the inclusion of 118-805.7, but
it ma(es no silnse to say in a broadly applied scoping sectii:n (203.9) that employee work areas need only provide
for approach, enter, and exit (and alarm system upgrades per 215.3); and then to say that emlloyee work areas
withih hosoitals must be mada accessible. lt also is not consistent with the intent of the ADA Regulations, which
make emiloyee access a Title I issue that only needs to be addressed on an as-needed basis. The potential
costs to medical facilities are extreme. At a time when their resources are likely to be severely challenged, it
makes no sense to require them to make employee work areas accessible wlren no other building types are
reouired to do so.

HEALTH & SAFEW CODE SECTION {8930

sEcTIoN 18930. APPROVAL OR AOOPTION OF BUILDING STANDARDS; ANALYSIS AND GRITERIA; REVEW
CONSIDERATIONS; FACTUAL DETERMINATIONS

(al Anv buildinq standard adopted or proposed by state agencies shall b€ submitted to, and appmved or adopted by, the
Caiifomia B-uildinq Standairls Corirmission prior to codification. Priorto submission to the commission, building stan-
dards shallbe ad6Dted in compliancewith lhe procedures specifed in Article 5 (commencing with Seclion 113,16) of
ChaDter 3.5 of Pari 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 oflhe Govemment Code. Building standards adopted by state agencies
and lubmitted to the commission for approval shall be accompanied by an analysis written by the adoptng agency or
state agency lhat proposes the building standards which shall, to the satisbdion of the commission, iustiry the
aDorovel thereof in terms ofthe following criteria:(ii The proposed building standards do not conflicl with, overlap, or duplicate other building standards.
iZi The'proposed buildinig standard is within the parameters established by enabling legislation and is not

expressly within ihe exclusive iurisdiclion of another agency.(3) The public interest requires the adoption of the building standards.
i+i The broposed buildind standard is not unreasonable, arbitrary, unfair, or capricious, in who]e_ or in part. 

.iSi The bosi to the public-is reasonable, based on the overall benefit to be derived from the building standards.
a6) Th€ proposed buildinq standard is not unnecessarily ambiguous or vague, in whole or in part.

iZi The ;pplicable nation;l specificalions, published stahdards, and model codes have been incorporated therein
as provided in this part, where appropriate.

(h fa nationallp€cifcation, published standard, or modelcode does not adequalely address thegoals of' the state agincy, a statament defining the inadequacy shall accompany lhe proposed building
slandard when submitted to lhe commission.

(B) lf there is no nationatspecilication, published standard, or modelcode that is relevantto the ptopo.s€d' 
building standard, the state agencl shall prepare a statemeni informing the commission and submit
that statement with the proposed building standard.

(8) The format ot the DroDosed buildinq standards is consistent with that adopted by lhe commission.
igi ttre proposeO Ouildinb siandard, if it promotes fire and panic safety as delermined by the State Fire Marshal,

has the written approval of the State Fire Marshal.
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